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 Under the influence of the structuralism, the language teaching relies 
mainly on simple language training and mechanical reciting, ignoring the facts that 
different languages carry different cultures.  This unawareness led to the 
misconception that every word of L1 is parallel to the corresponding word of L2 in 
their meanings and that they should have the same implication.  It was not 
recognized that each language has its own vocabulary and linguistic system, and each 
carries different conceptual systems.  Without being fully aware of this fact, the 
consequence is that: although students use the target language in input and output 
domains, there exists the misplacement between encoding and decoding, which causes 
great misunderstanding.      
 
Generally speaking, all languages and cultures share to a certain extent the 
universality; however, because of different world view, different living experiences 
and the language and culture per se, the individuality is produced.  It is therefore 
assumed that there exists the same differentiation between each pair in all languages.  
But actually, this is not as simple as it seems to be.  The reason is that the language 
as a culture carrier reflects naturally what that culture is. It is important to segment 
and give names correctly according to its category, and the comparison of naming 
patterns in two languages is one of the phenomena that can be observed from outside 
and worth studying.     
 
In this project we will use two objects in daily life—pots and upper clothes.  
Naming two series of objects whose properties are similar can allow us to explore 
more precisely the internal influence of language or culture factors on the formation 
of linguistic categories in two languages.  The cross-cultural study needs to collect a 
lot of first-hand information.  Unless there is abundant and complete information, it 
will be reckless to come to a conclusion.    
 




































動套用在經背誦而存記於腦中的目的語對應單字 (significante)，將 L1 的所指 
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